REMARKS 

This application has been reviewed in light of the FINAL REJECTION mailed June 12, 
2007. Reconsideration of this application in view of the below remarks is respectfully requested. 
Claims 1 - 4 are pending in the application with Claim 1 being in independent form. By the 
present amendment, Claims 1 and 2 are amended. No new subject matter is introduced into the 
disclosure by way of the present amendment. 

Initially, Applicants thank the Examiner for indicating that Claims 2-4 recite patentable 
subject matter and would be allowed if rewritten in independent form including all the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite . .each of the plurality of non-binary sequence 
converters having a shift register block for receiving the binary sequence and a group ID data 
storing unit for converting the group ID into binary data. . .", previously indicated by the 
Examiner as allowable subject matter. Claim 2 has been amended to delete redundant recitation 
of features recited in Claim 1 . 
L Rejection of Claim 1 Under 35 U.S.C, § 102(e) 

Claim 1 is rejected by the Examiner under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly anticipated by 
U.S. Publication No. 2004/0077349 (hereinafter, "Barak et al."). 

However, as presently amended, Claim 1 recites: ". . .each of the plurality of non-binary 
sequence converters having a shift register block for receiving the binary sequence and a group 
ID data storing unit for converting the group ID into binary data. . ." Barak et al. fails to teach that 
each of the plurality of non-binary sequence converters have a shift register block for receiving 
the binary sequence and a group ID data storing unit for converting the group ID into binary data. 



-4- 



H:\work\780\l 7 l26\Amend\l 7 1 26.am02.doc 



It is well-settled by the Courts that "[A]nticipation requires the presence in a single prior 
art reference disclosure of each and every element of the claimed invention, arranged as in the 
claim." Lindemann Maschinenfabrik GMBH v. American Hoist and Derrick Company, et al. 
730 F.2d 1452, 221 USPQ 481 (Fed. Cir., 1984). 

Therefore, as demonstrated above, because Barak et al. does not disclose each and every 
element recited in the present claims. Applicants respectfully submit that the rejection has been 
obviated. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the rejection with respect to 
Claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 
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CONCLUSIONS 



In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that all 
claims presently pending in the application, namely, Claims 1 - 4 are believed to be in condition 
for allowance and patentably distinguishable over the art of record. 

If the Examiner should have any questions conceming this communication or feels that an 
interview would be helpful, the Examiner is requested to call AppUcant's undersigned attomey at 
the number indicated below. 



SCULLY, SCOTT, MURPHY & PRESSER, P.C. 
400 Garden City Plaza - Ste. 300 
Garden City, New York 1 1530 
(516) 742-4343 

PJE:DAT:jam 



Paul J. Esatto, Jr, 
Registration No. 30,749 



Respectfully submitted. 
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